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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 6.7.19.20,34 and 35 are objected to because of tlie following 
informalities: In these claims, for better reading, "core's cross section" should be 
-cross section of the core-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public ' 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1-4,6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent #2.21 1 .574 to Mc NICHOLAS. Mc NICHOLAS discloses a device Including 
an elongated core (14) havening top, bottom, and opposing sides; and a covering (5) 
attached thereto and covering the top and opposing sides, see figures 1 and 2. 
Regarding claims 2 and 3, the covering (5) is decorative and wear resistant and covers 
the bottom of the elongated core (14). In reference to claims 4 and 6, the elongate core 
(14) is made out of wood, column 2, lines 36-38, and is rectangular. Regarding claim 
13, the floor coverings (13) are carpet , column 2, line 48. 

Claims 14-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent #6,295,763 to SERBA. SERBA discloses the use of a transition device (10) 
including an elongate core (1 1,12) having a top, bottom and opposing sides; a covering 
(13) attached to the top and opposing sides of the core (1 1 ,12); and a first floor covering 
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(24) and a second floor covering (25) tliat abuts the transition device (10). In reference 
to claims 15 and 16, the covering (13) is decorative and wear resistant and covers the 
bottom of the elongated core (11,12), as at element (17). Regarding claims 17 and 19, 
the elongate core (11,12) is made out of wood, column 4, lines 9,10 and 15-16, and is 
rectangular. 

Claims 29-32 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent #6,295,763 to SERBA. SERBA discloses the method of manufacturing a 
transition device including the steps of fabricating an elongate core (11,12); and 
attaching a covering (13) to at least the top and opposing sides thereof. In reference to 
claims 30 and 31 , the covering (13) is decorative and wear resistant and covers, the 
bottom of the elongated core (1 1 ,12), as at element (17). Regarding claims 32 and 34, 
the elongate core (1 1 ,12) is made out of wood, column 4, lines 9,10 and 15-16, and is 
rectangular. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graliam v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Detemfiining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue, 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent #2,21 1 ,574 to Mc NICHOLAS In view of US Patent #2.563,61 5 to PAUL. Mc 
NICHOLAS discloses the basic claimed device except for the edges of the core being 
rounded. Although rounding the edges are old and very well known in the art, PAUL 
teaches that it is known in the art to round the edges (near 14 in figure 4). Hence, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to round the edges of the core member of Mc NICHOLAS in order to provide 
for an ease of insertion of the device into position. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent #2,21 1 ,574 to Mc NICHOLAS in view of US Patent #2,514,355 to OWENS. Mc 
NICHOLAS discloses the basic claimed device except for fomning an elongate core 
having a trapezoidal cross section, OWENS teaches that it is known in the art to form a 
transition device having a trapezoidal shape, see figures 2 and 3. Hence, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to form te device of Mc NICHOLAS as having a trapezoidal shape, as taught by 
OWENS, in order to allow for room in stances when the carpet may need to be folded. 

Claims 10-12, 23-26,28 and 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent #2,21 1 ,574 to Mc NICHOLAS. Mc NICHOLAS discloses 
the basic claimed device except for explicitly detailing the material of the covering 
member and except for explicitly detailing how the covering is attached. In reference to 
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claims 10, 23 and 38, Mc NICHOLAS merely details tat his covering material can be a 
flexible material. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for 
the use intended as an obvious matter of design choice. Although Mc NICHOLAS only 
details the use of a flexible material a vinyl material would prove beneficial in the 
flooring arrangement in attempting to keep the structure free from unwanted moisture 
and water. This would increase and enhance the life of the floor, covering thereon, and 
the device itself. Regarding claims 1 1 ,12,24,25,39 and 40, Mc NICHOLAS is silent with 
regards to how he secures the covering to the elongate member; however, glue and 
staples are very well known mechanisms used in the art to secure an item to a device. 
Hence, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to secure the covering of Mc NICHOLAS by using glue or staples. 
In reference to claim 26, Regarding claim 28, 

Claims 18 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent #6,295,763 to SERBA in view of US Patent #2,563.615 to PAUL. 
SERBA discloses the basic claimed device except for the edges of the core being 
rounded. Although rounding the edges are old and very well known in the art, PAUL 
teaches that it is known in the art to round the edges (near 14 in figure 4). Hence, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to round the edges of the core member of SERBA in order to provide for an 
ease of insertion of the device into position. 
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Claims 20 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent #6,295,763 to SERBA in view of US Patent #2,514,355 to OWENS. 
SERBA discloses the basic claimed device except for forming an elongate core having 
a trapezoidal cross section. OWENS teaches that it is known in the art to form a 
transition device having a trapezoidal shape, see figures 2 and 3. Hence, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to form te device of SERBA as having a trapezoidal shape, as taught by OWENS, in 
order to allow for room in stances when the carpet may need to be folded. 

Claims 23-26,28 and 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent #6,295,763 to SERBA. SERBA discloses the basic 
claimed device except for explicitly detailing the material of the covering member and 
except for explicitly detailing how the covering is attached. In reference to claims 23 
and 38, SERBA merely details tat his covering material can be a flexible material. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the use intended 
as an obvious matter of design choice. Although SERBA only details the use of a 
flexible material a vinyl material would prove beneficial in the flooring arrangement in 
attempting to keep the structure free from unwanted moisture and water. This would 
increase and enhance the life of the floor, covering thereon, and the device itself. 
Regarding claims 24,25,39 and 40, SERBA Is silent with regards to how he secures the 
covering to the elongate member; however, glue and staples are very well known 
mechanisms used in the art to secure an Item to a device. Hence, it would have been 
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obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
secure the covering of SERBA by using glue or staples. In reference to claim 26, 
SERBA is silent with regards to the material of the floor coverings. Although SERBA is 
silent in this regard, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to select a known material on the basis of its suitability 
for the use intended as an obvious matter of design choice. Although generally most of 
the floor coverings, as taught by SERBA, are concrete, it Is known in the art for the 
floorings (garage floorings) to be capable of being covered with other flooring materials 
such as carpet, or tile. Regarding claim 28, although silent, the floorings (24,25) of 
SERBA, being concrete, are attached to the floor using wood strips larranged to make a 
form for receipt of te concrete therein. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 8,9,21 ,22,27,36 and 37 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yvonne M. Norton whose telephone number is (703) 
308-1909. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 am - 3:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl D. Friedman can be reached on (703) 308-0839. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



872-9306. 
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